BT I T RBICBIT =D IR

/NBR AT
BRAE

25

ERETIETIETHE, R -0 —BENEIRICEEIND, AR, B/ E
ORI TZO—FDOIEXFREFRAT 5, IE4E Chomsky 23TV D Agree D
BB IR RENHH L2 6L, Relativized Agree (RA) Z12%E T 5, RA
PELAT AL, SV 3L, VS LTHBWT Agree [IZBD2DIX, FNENEFEDE AL
DIF9v ), B LT EEE L7225, BIEITITREL ¢ BUENERSNDIZD,
BT EEL e BT, — 77, BENED o BHIIM ARG E1HD, R
TSETEDRE, ¢ EMEHE T HUOTERIL N THDN, TAUItboFRMEL
DT, W RUT, VS UTEWTC, BhElEFEFEOMED LIS —ET D,

1 4vraEHSS 30
EHT 738 (Standard Arabic (SA)) D EFE—BhE (S-V) O—F Wy —i3, FEIEICLY R
RAZENHD,

A. SV-VS JERFR: (la,b) DX, S NEEA G THIHHEIZROND, SV FBIEDOKE, VIES
O $kE—B3 5 Ge2—8) »%, VS FEIEDR, VIE S OMEDH—ET 5 E—ED. (1b) O
VIZEEIREDR, 2O —EDB RV EEOT 7 4V INE ThD, Fio, 3 AFRIEEBRITIZEARR
(non-person) | THY, VD 3 AFREBIFITIAFROMEAEESNRNED T 7+ VNG ThHhHEE XD
(cf. Benveniste 1966, Harbert and Bahloul 2002),

(1) a. ?al-bint-ani qadim-ata.' b. gadim-at al-bint-ani.
the-girl-Nom.D ~ came-3FD came-3FS  the-girl-Nom.D
‘The two girls came.’ (Harbert and Bahloul 2002: 45)

B. ¥i@4a s —RAFIERFR: S R4 FTHIUL, FEIRICHD DL S-VIZFEE—ET D, (2,
b) & (3a,b) OXIHABSNBINT, VS L THRAFALFITL—BEs &I T,

(2) a. hum qara?-u d-dars-a. b. qara?-u hum-u  d-dars-a.
they read-3MP  the-lesson-Acc read-3MP  they the-lesson-Acc
‘They read the lesson.’

(3) a.?al-?awlad-u  qara?-a  d-dars-a. b. qara?-a l-?2awlad-u d-dars-a.

the-boys-Nom  read-3MP the-lesson-Acc read-3MS the-boys-Nom the-lesson-Acc
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‘The boys read the lesson.’ (Soltan 2006: 248, 240)

C. WCA-FCA FEXIFR: (4a,b) DI, S BEMEiS -4 M ThoHRFIZBIZEIND, SV X
DV i, S OMZENIEON - Hz R LI E%FF> (Whole Conjunct Agreement (WCA)), —77, VS
XD VI, B—EMEHOMEDH—E TS (First Conjunct Agreement (FCA)),

(4) a. [?al-bint-u wa ?al-walad-u] karaj-a.”
the-girl-Nom and the-boy-Nom left-3MD

‘The girl and the boy left.’ (Harbert and Bahloul 2002: 50)
b. gara?-at  [l-banat-u wa |-?awlad-u]  kitab-an.

read-3FS the-girls-Nom and the-boys-Nom book-Acc

‘The girls and the boys read a book.’ (Mohammad 2000: 113)

ARED B ENL, T DI FREAR/NEGR O P A CIRER) - — RIS 22 TH D,

2 ETHR
FREOIERFERALIDETHRLILZLHHH, WT b E A - RER A RN B i T
W, 2T, 2 DD EARIT T 5, EDMIZ-DOVTiE, Harbert and Bahloul (2002), Aoun et al.

(2010) (ZEBLE 2—%BRIN-,

BHIZ, Aoun et al. (1994) (ZLAH—BAHKSHT AR T2, SV X DH§iEE (Sa) (TRT, EME
Wi, V-v 28 TIZHARD EAB07E0, [VIEIEFLT 5, S-V iX SPEC-Head DEAfRDOL L, 5E2—ET
%, VS LOFEEIL (5b) DLV THD, ZOmHTIcLne, VIETIZHEY ERSEERT (5a) DX
NTS EME-FT—ET B, EHITEALITHEY ERDIET, Fo—EE KD, $2IZ, VSO ViZ
S DIELIZF—ET5 7,

(5) a SV E2— b. VS 3C: #4o—EK
P FP
5 /\
Subj T V-T-F T
/\ 2
V-T vP ubj T

L7>L, Harbert and Bahloul (2002) 23bH]95L50, BEILI VB3 72RO —EERKHDH, Hwn
i, RO —EEKRDRVODIIOWNTOHSRFANRL, —BHKRIZT IRy 728 EICE
EEoTWA,

R EL DD, (4b) ZHNIE X THLEI, 7, VIE T () BB/ RER T S(OMEAL
IH) Lee—KL, [BM B OEEED, LL, V TS50 ERDZETROEE R, T5H
P B ITRD, LOYDOBRZOSHOFRTHD, Lo, VIFERICE Lotk - iU L7205,
ZOEIZ, FCA TR TERNWIELZO ST ORMBER TH D,

¥&iZ, Bahloul and Harbert (1993) %2 O} Harbert and Bahloul (2002) (ZJL2%E53R - — By #rafant
T5, SVXO—EIT (5a) LRILTHDH, VS SLOGHTNELRY, S A vP NIZEEELEL TS,
FOE4A, SPEC-Head (L5 —EITRIVEBLRNDT, VIZ S MBI T—&KERIT, 1277
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L, ZO—EIIIROFEEBREIND,

(6) Only those features which originate on the Base of a Projection System are evaluated for

agreement under government. (Bahloul and Harbert 1993: 22)

SEY, VIZS O—FE TFIZHAEEHLA AV, FL T, Bahloul and Harbert 1285, 44 7A]
OF FALOEEE N I3, OB ITEEY, —F, RATIINTEEELRT, 2T ¢ HFiE
13 D A3,

LI ERLEID, A, B, C DIEIFHRERA TS, SV XD S &V iE, SPEC-Head —HZ &Y, HIZ5E
4£—5F5, VS XDV iZ, S ZMEBTHIET—HERLIT, A, B, C D VS UTRITDHMEDH
— oM KFTRTERDIITRD,

() 2 V-T [or D [vume Numgsg [ne Nigg]]] [S H3EE@4 5 A ]
b V-T [op Dy 01l [S P& E]
¢.  V-T [cop [op1 D [nume Num[g(] [xe N[tt]]]] [co' Co [pp2 ... 111 [S ﬂ)%{i%ﬁ/ﬂ]

(7Ta) D Vi, N OHEE—FT5 (ES—F), (7b) O ViL, DEF—T YL T, B2 —8ER/D,
(7c) DI S WEREESNTVBEE, 5 T HNIHIL V OFMEFBUTRN DT, F—EAHEA
DN 2R —EIBH5 (FCA),

FR—EOITIZZDIINC, A, B, C DIEXIFRE L THMTELDZN, Himry2MEITED,
=T, N TR AR A TER, R =Agree EFABEZIIELTHHIORBENEZD,
(Ta) DV 23, X0V goal ThD Num ZFROEEZ TN & Agree L TWHTZEIT257%3, i/ NamId
ZD XTI RFTHIEREARRD IR,

SPEC-Head ®»—3IZBL THRAEN D, (7a) D DP HEENRT LR, D LZ2DOHRE DP T ¢
FMEE TR, Z0D DP A (52) DX SPEC-T % H® 7K, DP & V ZEIRoT—&T5
D72 597>, Bahloul and Harbert 125 A5BIEA2 S, RO ATREMEE B X THLD, Num, N DFEMHE
PS~ULD DP 121855 (percolate) ] 752128V, DP % [Mh-34k] @ ¢ ARSI I5ITRD %, 1t
57C, DP-V i SPEC-Head DEMRD T, 52— THDThD, LHL, £5THERIORMBENEL
LD, (T2) IZHBWT, VIZDPICEBL [P #] #EEL TRYHNED goal # BEE 28I
DB ThD, ZHbIERATHIZR Agree THY, R/ NRFROFEFIZE DR,

3 R=E
3.1 Relativized Agree

ARENIRET DO ORIIRD —>LL T, Relativized Agree (RA) Z# M 3 %, Kobayashi
(2014) 1, Chomsky 233U5 Agree |CIXRAREN D LA FEHHL, RA RIRE L, AFD RA 112
NICIBETEEMZ 72H D TéhD, Chomsky 2555 Agree X ORI, il (8) ZHWVTRY,
({ZB8% Chomsky Difama (9a-c) (251 HT 5,

(8) The boy will buy the book.
(9) a. Feature checking, then, resolves to pairs of heads <H, H’>. (Chomsky 2004: 113)
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b.  [T]hey (=uninterpretable features) must be valued at the phase level where they are

transferred. (Chomsky 2007: 19)
c. “[TJraces” (technically, lower copies) are invisible. (Chomsky 2008: 150)
(10) a. TP b. (CP)
g
will P) }Q
@)D\N(P) v e @}Ka’) m )
the boy the boy will  1pp (V* )

JRAEDS (102) FTHEAFLEESET, TIZED c-HMEERNICHD D &, ¢ BHEICOW Ty T T3,
Agree (=fEIRANFTRERMEDME-SIT) 1L - OBIRICHHEEHOMTRID ((9a2)) DIEA,
(10a) DEFRET Agree (T, D) IHEEZ B2, Agree 1T Transfer OB & £ TR RIERBRNST
B% ((9b)). LHAL, (10b) DL CP 7 =AXHFERKL T Transfer 235250, £7E DP (% SPEC-T
WCBEILTERY, T, D ® c-##EBEfRIZIbNTLESTWD, £z, JBHNE Agree (ZE > TRAR T
% ((9c)) DT, T 75 DP DIRBR(ND D) & Agree THZEHTERN, ZDEHIZ, Chomsky D7t
HESCFEBVICHERT DL, E5ES T L0 LICBEILIZHME 2 Agree TE7p<R2>TLED,
L OMEE RIS DT80, RO Agree HHRET 5,

(11)  Relativized Agree (RA)
~vF T HFMEFFD, initial head o, p ASHDHEE,
a. —HMLG % - 27e01E, W#F DS Agree T5,
b. EOTRWG AL, o Z3ELL o DFEMEFEFOT L y 28 probe L7230, c-HEBERIZHD
B & Agree % (probe HL5E) ,

initial head 1%, [T~V TCRWEEER OE THD, RA #EFHT5L, (10b) TO Agree iTRDEH

(2725, initial head D LZEDTF )L D(A T+ —</VIZ DP LMEENRDLD) X, RI—THD
(Chomsky 2004: 108-9) DT, RUHREMEZFFD, P xIZ, 7~UL D MEIE probe 729, Z D c-HiF
EIIZHD T & Agree THDOTHS

T~V % Agree I[ZHVWADIL, initial head [F] 10 Agree 23 TERWEAIZBOND, DAL
ROIDICHBITEDIES), TR DT=DIZHETHHD T, Transfer BEDF~LAFHTHRE
IZEV AN B 2 BALD (Chomsky 2013), WX AT, MFEIZTIVNTEET B LITEARMITRY,
(10a, b) DF~NVEFFIMI AN TNDDIZZEDT=HTHD, LHL, (10b) DFAE, 7~V D % H
VWVRTAUTEFEE T O Agree N TERN, ZOXIRBEAIZIRY, F~ULAHTHEED Transfer 125
TLTHEAZIN, TNV BHEOFIZHADLDTH D,

32 RETFSETEOR) &HT

WIZ, SA ORAF, TBEAFAOBEZRET D, INDIX, ThEH Walkow (2010),
Kremers (2003) OO ATIZEARBNIESTZH D THS,

_88_




F¥, RAFAOHEEIRZE T 523, Déchaine and Wiltschko (2002) D3R EDRIFRERD,
#=bit, HROEFORLFNIRD 3 AT TENBELTZ, (12b, ¢) DleliL, REFD ¢
FEE T a—RTHEEIND,

.3 yaKiitl i il
(12)a. NP #A7": [we N] NFE H B |
b. @PHAT: [p @[ N]]  HRFE-TH  HEEHIIRND KHERE 3 AFR
c. DPZA7: [pp D [op @ [ne N]I] " R-FEH KIERE 1,2 AFS

ThEBEZ, ROBIE R THED, SA ORAFNTERLORFELL T (133, b)), EHEE
HELT ((14)) AWDIEMTED, ZOBEND, Walkow (2010) 1L SA DRAFAIL P #1417 Th
HEERT D, ARRLEDERITHED,

(13)a. hada huwa. b. ?anti hiya.
this  he you(FS) she
“This is he.’ “You are she.’ (Walkow 2010, (15))
(14) ?a-kaf-u ?ana wa [kull-u zamil-in 1-1]; ?an
IS-fear I and [every-Nom colleague-Gen.Indef for-me];, C
?a-tanafis-a ?ana  wa huwa, cala nafs-1 l-waza?if-i.
1S-compete-Subj I and he;  for same-Gen the-jobs-Gen

‘I and every colleague of mine are afraid that I and he will be competing for the same job.’

(Walkow 2010, (16))

Wi, EiB4 A ORI E%E 25, Kremers (2003) 13, 3BER N [CBG § DR REORIELIEE
\ZHESE, ROIHEERRE LT, fEL 25T — 4% (16a-d) IZZET 5,

(15) DP
D PossP
POSS/>P\
Qpit- 20 NP
N (DP)
(16)a.  ?al-mu‘allim-at c. 2al-mu‘allim-ii-na
the-teacher-FP the-teacher-P.Nom-Unposs
b. mu‘allim-at-u-n d. mu‘allim-u l-madrasat-i
teacher-FP-Nom-Indef teacher-P.Nom  the-school-Gen

(Kremers 2003: 48, 51, 49)

Kremers Ti3F UBJ?’L“C‘/ MRV, AFEIE Ritter (1992) <° Bahloul and Harbert (1993), Walkow
(2010) (ZHEVY, FEERNDIERMAFFOLE XD, TONIZRINIE T DO, tE- %{%‘z%ﬂ%%
FECTHD ((16a-d)), Kremers 13 - O F A HEAEFING 2 [Num(ber) | E4 (11T 7223, AFET
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(12) I Tl EFERZ ST D, ZOERFOHAIZ, TN A DP HERBRWZE (Unposs) | &7
THRERPHANDLZENHD ((16c)) DT, %@ﬁﬁl&%Poss WP Lv—TF5LE XD, EDOHIREE
al-, REDERFE -nIIBHEHOMITHIEND, FUHFRE (D) 7265 25415, Poss DEELL P D
FHIEIET 523, D O BEBRITHEICRL THD S, ©FY, D & oP LOBIFRIL Poss & oP L DB
IOBFI, WZIZ, Poss KVHEIZD N~—TF5LE 25,

DI, FFEEN Hﬁ%ﬁﬁé@ﬁ*vo%@ﬁé BREND (15) OREEEIRE T DDTEN, (16a-d)
TEBERSNDREIEL DT, EEHOMKY B RRIAUNERHD, D BEORIL N 23 Poss

\ZETHY E2-T (162, c) D L5728 D-N-¢(-Unposs) DFENEE2D, —F5, D BAREDRFLN 23

D IZETHY Lo T (16b) DXH72 N-¢-D DFENEL25,

U EDOSHNRELWETHE, DP OHF Tl FEZHIF (LD EEE (highest head bearing
o-features, LARE HHo) |1 N THAHZEMFRET Do N A3 Poss (CETHY EAST-REDOMEER (17)
(2, - DEREE (18) (TRT,

17) D
D PossP
T
Poss oP
i k.
A Poss
N Ori- 42
(18) a. X c-commands Y iff X and Y are categories and X excludes Y and every category that
dominates X dominates Y. (Kayne 1994: 18)
b. o excludes B if no segment of o. dominates f. (Chomsky 1986: 9)

o FMHEFHFOTEEIIN L o THH, ¢ 1L N % c-HELLV, ZDET A NDO—20 N ZHEF
LRWDSTH D, W2, NiX ¢ % c-#iE+ 5, ThEXE T 5572V — (PossP, DP) 7% ¢ %L
TEPETHD ', ZON> ¢ BIRIL, N2 DICETEY Lo THEDLAR,
¥, EHEEBIC OV THERBL TR, EEHDBFFVWREIIEEEHILRFETEHOTH
HUZ (cf. E 4), (17) IZBWT, 77UV DP X N X ¢ D 0RBLIZRMET20bb [M-%] Ftex
BpoZlitie s, oFY, TUVMHTHRIENRIDEIE, £O7~)VITEEREDBENENS, &)
ZEThD,

4 T—HHH
VL BN IELIT U, Relativized Agree (289, S-V fED Agree TR D IR EE D,
HLb i, [ EAMLOT~L (highest label) | DE TH 5,

(19) Probe Goal
a. SV 3X: EFED \%
b. VS 3C: \Y% F7ED HHe

F7z, SA DA FAA], EiEA AR OEEE LD, HLb #4482 C, HHe Z KF TR,
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20) a R&FH R

Mi\\;] [ %]
(TN P ossP

/\
P%ss oP
Ny Prit-2 -
Ll E#ESEX T, A, B, C DIHERFREHIATD, £, A DIERAFFEZHATD,
(21) a. VS 3XC: #o— b.SV IX: EE—E

O N

(PossP)

Eat
] Prit-2a

VS SCTIE, probe THD V I3 c-HAREIR AT 5, S © HHo ThD NIZHDORIELAFFIZL
DT, THD Agree DFER, V ITIZHDEDLNE2HNL (HH—E), —77, SV XTI, S O
HLb T % DP 73 probe £720, V & Agree 35, 7L DP [£i@&L Tz ¢ FEEFFOOT, VITIE
P BOERE 2 oND (FFE—E),

wIZ, B TRUIZIERFRORIEZ TR IAT D,
(22)a VS X: e b.SV X: 5ee—%

L)‘PWE (] (

LT
KR4 FD HHp THD ¢ 1L, £TO ¢ FEEHEI, XU, (222) IZBWT, VI, o 2bE-#(1,2
NBHOBS I DEZLLW, 522 —% 77, —7, (22b) THL, oP 23LIE probe £72>T
V & Agree 5, ¢ & oP IZRICEMZFFOTZD, V IR Ee—%ErT,

B121C, C OIERHETATD,

<

(23) a. VS XC: FCA b.SV X: WCA
V—T/>>\ _____ >4 [’fﬁ‘ﬁ'ﬁl
k} oP) (DPl) (Co) S\ oV-T

©P1) (o) c/\sz)
e ) L
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VS JTIZIBVNT, probe V IZZD c-HMEIFEIKIZ 2 DD DP 2878, kv Efricds DP1 +74bb
F—FNLHED Agree N RIRIIND, £D HHe THD N 23 goal 2D T, V IXE—SE(rHOMELD
BT DD THD, —7, SV XD Agree iX (23b) DI D, S HEEAIL, SAIED ¢
HEZRLEDEDHIENTES (cf. Munn 1999), O XY, DP1, DP2 76 CoP (2T THE - FE M
PRFETDIET TR, OV TIEINDEHZETHD, (23b) TILID CoP ML probe
LTV E Agree 50T, VIXBSEMIEOME -$5%2 R LIZEEZ 52 5N5DTH 5,

Uk, MSZU7-38RA TUITIRE L RA BLO(R) 4 FA0MEICLE5%, A, B, C DIEXFR
PR —HNRRAS D LR R LT,

1B, AN ERYT S S-VHO—EUL, 2 EHTRIEE  — BT heBRMICFALIE

WZ2BDT, FHlOBNEREGRL TRETW, EHLLO5HTTh, VS XTI S A N 721 A —Eic
B2, 722l - —BOITENE (6) DIIRTRRYZREMHICIVRIEL TV, AR5

TIE, VLR TN b obhifiv goal 72030, EFLBATES, £z, WTFHOSHT T, SV XTI
S @%J:{i@'?/\“ﬂ/ DP A —EUZBb 5, LHL, EHLT SV TR TIF~L A —EIZ B biLs
DB, B — BRI o To, ARSI T, ZOBBEZ RO I TS, (1) T~V
IEMET tcwmiﬁan BN, WXIZ, VS XTI AR —EIZ bR, (i) SV XTIk
SIZT~ vz, TNEILHR probe LL7Z2THUE, Ml V & Agree 55 1EM 20, 21T, SV T
WZBR>T S DF~LR Agree IRV, 22 —HEFISEITOTHS,

5 ToiEHMmE
ARDIITL, S FEICBITH—BOIEXFEO [ RIE ) 2T HILLTES, TARATURED
ViL, TALICHDEKHE B‘JEE (Nominative Object NomO)) LD —FETAHZENFRETH A,

(24) Mér finnast tolvurnar ljotar.

me.Dat find.P  the.computers.Nom ugly.Nom
‘I find the computers ugly.’ (Holmberg and Hroarsdéttir 2003: 999)

MR —BOIIZOFEELRITEAR, V IZ NomO WK T EEH THS N ik RDOF—
TYMIT DM, NIIMDORMELOFR2 b TH D,

ARG, V-NomO D —HEKDIDIZFHATS, TAATUREEIL SA LE72Y, D A%
DEHFET D,

(25) M F N
S.Nom hest-ur-inn  mynd-in hord-id
P.Acc hest-a-na mynd-ir-nar hord-in
‘horse’ ‘picture’ ‘table’ (Thréainsson 2007: 2)

WRIZ, DI EDORMEZFFOLE 2 HND, NED DIFEREF2 8, ZOHAELRU K-
MESRMEZ T a—RLTWDEE X D, EOFIALINDIINC, DITFERN OBREL2D, L1L,
SA LRRY, EEEN LV RSV E2D,
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(26) a. allar prjar [fregar greiningar] [& mali-nu]
all three  famous analyses of problem-the
‘all three famous analyses of the problem’
b. allar [fregu greiningar]-nar prjar [4 mali-nu]
all famous analyses-the three of problem-the
‘all the three famous analyses of the problem’ (Norris 2011: 102)

(263, b) DR, AN BED D ORNIBENT5ILD35372%, Norris (2011) D73HTIZHEST,
FED D I oP BEVZEFEN T HEE 2D, £72, AP 1L SPEC-¢ 2 5D5ET 5 (cf. Kremers 2003),

@7 a.  [or Bprs [caar three [op famous @ps.x) [xe analysisy]]] [of problem-the]]*
b.  [or [op fAmoUs @p.s [wp analysisy]]-the ;) [caap three ] [of problem-the]]

BEIGRFTOTD, N b ¢ ~OEBEIEY LT BHD0E LR, ZTOHAIE N> ¢ Thb,
L, BIEDZERICE>TEEARDIL, [DP O HHe XD THH | EVHZETHD, (27a) TILD A
Me—o> HHe THY, (27b) TiE, D, N B e BMR 2V DT, LbiZ HHe TH D,

INEBEEZ, (24) TEDLIH7 Agree NID0%HE 25, probe V X HHe @ D, N DFIFE
Agree 75 °, D I OHZEEFOOT, VITIIHDOEN G 2HND, PRI, TAATURFED VI
NomO L D—FKERTDTHD,

6 5

EHT ST EOEE 85 (S-V) —EUIEBIEISEEEND, AHaIL, Relativized Agree (RA)
DEZEANTEDII R —BOIENFNRHATELIEERLIL

RAIZHEXIE, S DHFDE DEHEN Agree (ZBIHDDM A, SV L& VS SUTRARS, AIE TIE, S
OF EALOF A~V BMEESN probe £72Y, goal D V & Agree T5, 7L, S D ¢ Rtk
(M3 (- NFR)) DSBS NDTZ0, S-V X582 —5T 5, VS XTI, V 2% probe, S AD ¢ &2
B FL0FEEE (HHe) 2 goal &720 Agree 5, IEHET FETEDRE, HHe 1IN THY, Th
PEOEMED LA B THID, S-V I OWTOHR—ET5, SR EFEN VS JUIHNDE,
VS DE—ELIEDOM LT — BT HIELRERICHRI TE D, —F, RAFIDHHe 13 ¢ THY,
ZHIEETD ¢ FEEHEIDOT, VS LTHZER2 BB RoND,

TARTRFETIE, VIS TALO DP L O—EARIELD, ZOEFERLHATED, ZOSFET
i%, D 73 DP ® HHo THY, FORMEFF> TV HETH D,

b

ARREL, BATE S A E 39 EAL (2014 6 A 15 A, KKK TORKRNFITLEDOE, N
% AEEXRTobDTHD, B - a A e FEoFaOEMERELEBLOTRT DS 4, 2
L OBLBEFREIRHBL L2, BREROTAT TE2EEDHIIHIZ> T, ARBEIEEA, #H
waEkAs, INEEFREICEERIMERVZIEW, SA T — DR —<vFRILONAT L —V
al, ZOADFTH TR XTI R DN, AR TIEIRTER— L, ZOBK, BHEELE
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(KBRREE) TR BHEEEIC 2o 7, RRUTRGEHL 72V,

BB, MMOTAT TICESEFENNT RN L “Relativized Agree and Agreement
Asymmetries in Standard Arabic” %, EFHNE T HR—LX—IIEIL TS (http:/www.
ipc.shimane-u.ac.jp/eigogaku/pdf kobayashi/publications/2013%20RA%20and%20SA.pdf, 2013 4
12 A9 BTy 7 a—N), ARMOFREEE T 2RO BHLILEBHIL THL,

U KREOFISCOHEFE 0 A A WAISERIZ L F DL THD, Ace=xt1&, D=, Dat=54&,
F=%ctE, Gen=JB#&, Indef="7E, M=F M, N=tHE, Nom=F#, P=1HE4%L, S=HIL, Subj=
REE,

? (4a) OEMEADIEFREZ ANEZ T VORFTTIIRL THHIL0 D, VOTBME L, WSEAH
OV (B th) # R LI THDELEE X DND, #IZ, (4b) DEMEEANEZLE, VXM
H¥ 725D T, V OMZE —FMAIEPRIET DTN D,

3 OSA T, EFEEBFIZ T TRINFIRED S LR —BLIBIEND, T T V AR R REZR
o FMERD, S &D Agree IZBDDHEE XD,

* Lieber (1989), Cole et al. (1993) (2X5E, TEH X A2V HFEMIL, IEETHID X ORS
\ZIRFTETHIENTED,

> RA TIZ, probe, goal \ZFEEMIEVNIRNEE XD, Agree (ZB0D ELOFEER - T~ %
probe, FAZDZ % goal LIESIZTE 20,

S Unposs I3, oP 23 B - W ET- 1T B M - EEORFZ LA FRTEL L2V,

T MENRWIBVIE BT VBN RWNE T DD, IVERISIEI ATV — T, (Byhe
< —VICEVELND) THI R NI LD EL EINETH A,

¥ N PP HEIIEFELEANC [AN] JVIMUDNIEZ HHDHE) Adger (2013) DBZEICHED
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Abstract

Standard Arabic exhibits asymmetries in subject-verb agreement. The aim of this
paper is to provide a uniform account for these asymmetries in the minimalist
framework. Pointing out a problem with Chomsky’s Agree theory, I propose a
Relativized Agree (RA) theory. Given the RA theory, different parts of the subject
participate in Agree, depending on the structural relationship between the subject and
the verb. In a SV sentence, the highest /abel of the subject works as a probe. In a VS
sentence, on the other hand, the highest s#ead bearing ¢-features serve as a goal. In the
former case, the verb shows full agreement with the subject since the full set of
¢-features resides on the label. In the latter case, the verb agrees with the subject only
in gender. On independent grounds I argue that the highest @-bearing head in DP is N,
which has only a gender feature. Consequently, the verb receives only a gender value
from the N. Partial agreement in VS sentences is thus explained. First conjunct
agreement, which is observed in VS sentences involving coordinated subjects, can be
accounted for in the same way. On the other hand, pronominal subjects trigger full
agreement either in SV or VS sentences. This is explained by the assumption that the
highest @-bearing head of a pronoun is ¢, which bears a full set of ¢-features. The
proposed analysis can also deal with the absence of partial agreement in Icelandic
V-DP sentences. Morphological evidence shows that the highest ¢@-bearing head in
Icelandic DPs is D, which bears gender and number features. In V-DP configuration,
therefore, the verb agrees with D and receives number as well as gender values from
the D.
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