—EBMEEIENY, SRRIEBNXICHT S Weak Crossover IR D31 & 1REERER

BE =B

1 [FLC®IC

HERS B 2B VT, FEZIERUL (Bound Variable
Anaphora : BUN BVA [9]) i@l & 13, FRAGFIDFETRMR
B, FEATRIT D 2 BALFOMIUHEE) T 2R TH 5.
7z 23 FEE - HEEMI T, (1a)hid, T2 TORER
DENZHEHHEDRX Y X —%8EDTz) DX 51T, “their
mentor” ZREEE O DU DITHL, ZHFhD X
Y R— ¥ LTHIRAIEETH 3. LiL, (1b) cBWT
F T2 ZhONEEB DX ¥ X =02 DNEEEED
722 WnWS Z e, IRTOMEBICOVWTR I - 72
W5 BVA BRI LW ShTwa. ZoBHRE
555872 (Weak Crossover : BUR, WCO) Bi& [8, 12] &
LTHILNTWVS.

(1) a. [Every employee|; praised their; mentor.
b. *Their; mentor praised [every employee];.
IBEEBIZOWTA Y R—DFET S &

W ERD S & T

WCO i3, BASEOHEEMENFEENTH 2 2
EDFHD—2 ¥ U TR A ST X728, [FRHITHEE
BERETBEDICHHVLNTER. HEEITBWT,
Z DIGEMIEIZOWTRR 2 MG Z 5T XM
XD—DIZ, —HHAIFEM (double object construc-
tion, DOC) & GH&#§3Z (oblique dative construction,
ODC) 2 5. #EEH#ME L (Combinatory cate-
gorial grammar : LUF, CCG; Steedman [10, 11]) %
Bekki 2] 1%, = OHOHWES—2HOHMEEL D k
DHEICH D, (22) R (3a) TWCO BHRMBALND
Z e ZTHIF %2, Larson [6] % Barker and Shan [1]
T, —2HOHWE,IZOHOHMGEX D EofiE
IZH %729 (2b) % (3b) TWCO HEDALND Z &
ZTHT 5.

(2) —HHRIEEMX
a. John showed [every employee]; their;
mentor.
b. John
employee];.
(3) GA&HESC

a. John showed [every employee]; to their;
mentor.

showed their, mentor [every

b. John showed their; mentor to [every
employee];.

D XS WCO BHRE, ERosHowThsiE
LWzl 2880272 D 5 205, WCO BIZITIK
BEOHMNCENDH 2 e I TED, ZHETHY
ALY LT T hd o7z, L L, SiEtEaeRt
% (Language Faculty Science : LU~ LFS; Hoji [4, 5])
TlX, F3E - HWEEM O WCO BHEux L, MiEiEE
DA DERNZEDWT BVA IR % § 2 155 = PERR

1Z ZTO their l3Wb W % singular they ZEKLTED, H
BTHs.

(FEEHE PR KN

TAESIarru— L LEEEERTS 2, HKORE
DD R Z e M TE, (1b) D & 5 ST BRRARRA]
BB %Rl ZOEBRKERIE, Fukushima
etal. [3] THHHESINTWVS.

Z ZCARWIFR T, LFSOFEEHWS Z 21L& -
T, ZHEHNGEM SR GEMSUCEBIT 5 WCO B5uc
DWW, MABEMN OB H-D < BVA ER%HE
B2 k5icary ru— L LEERRITS. ZOER
kot s nAERIE, —HEENERSC L 58/
WZOWT, BRZ20MOVWTADRELWTFHlZ S 725
TOPERIET 22BN TE 3.

2 LFSOF&

LIRClX, X % binder ¥ EVWRLRFLZEZIEL,
Y % bindee & EWRINKB Z2H5F. HiaEME D
BERNCHE L Z TR VHERE (2 X, Y OflAaEHE)
BET201C, LFS OFETIXU RO % v T 5
PMTbihs.

(4) FHZH (Coreference : LUK, Coref; [5])

a. [An employee]; praised their; mentor.

b. Their; mentor praised [an employee].

(4a) % (4b) D &K 5 73TX LT, “an employee” &
“their” 23, Fl— A\¥%ZF53 & 5 22fERDY Coref DFEIR
THb. (4b) D& S 7RUTEBIT % Coref DFFIRZIEE
L7558, Y D32 DHEREIC L o TOmY R RIGERD
THDHILEZRT.

(5) Bl A (Distributive
DR; [5])
a. Every employee praised two mentors.

Readings : DL T,

b. Two mentors praised every employee.

(5a) % (5b) DK LT, ZNENDIEERIZ, 2 A
DAY R=DMIET 2 &5 RERD DR TH 5. (5b)
DEIBUTBVT, DR EZER LGS, XHZD
BEREIZE o TOWY)REBILRBITH L Z L 2R T.

E ] (attentiveness) 23 D, 7D (4b) & (5b) D
X957, DR & Coref D% > WCO HX 2 S
L7513, HEEME N O BN 2 21T 720
WERETH D, F72, (1b) D & 5% BVA f@ D WCO
B Ltd, ~BLTEST 23TV 3.

Z D LFS OFEZHWT, Fukushima et al. [3] I3,
PRERFREAEE OWERE 2 XRIC, HERICEIT 5 WCO
BRRIZOWTHEREZ L, T35k - HIRER O WCO Hig
OHEE (Plesniak [7]) 2B L, BREICHIT 2 WCO
BROMGEEE LTz,

3 REROBRCER

AWFFETlE, Fukushima et al. [3] IZffivy, 2 BETHN
L7z LFS OF#EZ2ERH LT, Prolific (https://www.
prolific.com/) &M\ THIERF 2% 108 # D IGE
BERRLE Mg, F5E - BIEERICE T 2 WCO @
HI¥E, DOC, ODCIZEIF 25 WCO BHEIZOWTD
I ORRGEERRZ1T - 72,



# 1: T35 - HIUEEM O WCO 2HFBLBRVE WS T
HNxs % 5048

| e | bz | KRG | &
Coref+DR 7 0 0 7
Zoftt | 49| 11| 41| 101
&t 56 11 41| 108

% 2. —oHY, ZoH:X 0 _HEBIEER T2 AR
A DR AR Re 1: | I S e A%

| 3% | Wbz | RGE | &R
Coref+DR | 13 1 0| 14
Zofth | 40| 11| 43| 94
&t 53 12 43| 108

3, HEBEOXDOFERE - HWEER O WCO o~ %
TRAEAEIE LA D B RN B8 % 32 72 DR XA
RWVEWS ) AT (Plesniak [7] OFHZ1T - 7.

ROFNDIEE, Coref & DR DZNZAUN LT,
BIEXEBZEL, 5D WCO ML BRI & § 51
&, 375 Coref, DR &5 & DY & SN EA
DN DRE L Z R ERE % [Coref+DR) 12, %
NS oWEREE T2 ofth) L. ROITOHE
HiZ, H5EOHIW % yes (BadAlE) 2> no (FaA
AJEE) ¥ LT,

FFE - HIFER© BVA (B3 2 FRBITEOTHI
(Plesniak [7]) \2B8 LT 347 (BIESL : yes 2 WCO
W i no), MPi7) (FlE:no 2»> WCO #3:no),
[KEE] (WCO i :yes) E WO HHZERT. oD
HEHTUTD XS5 ITHBRE 2 7 L 7.

# 1 2RI 5, [F5E - HRVGER OHEMIEIL
HNOBERNFE 2 32 I R X358 - HIVFER @
WCO M2 BB LRV, WS PRI ([7) 2, X#HT
DHEREDTHTHZDITR LT, X LURVHEEEE
F0HATHo Tz, THUIKATIHYE [7)[3] & [FREE D]
ATHY, BEHITHKH LIz WR 5.

Xz, —HEHEHIGEEX  5HEXO—oHDHINEE
Y oXRBEEA, —OHDOHMEEZ X Z2HWn
ERBLEVDE I DITOWTOHHT OMAEE(TS .
LR, 1] % [6] #XFF5 20T, xnd 2H
Wrzsld.

F£2rRITRONZ XS5, T“EHNGEH#Y, 5
ST BN T, HEBMELN O BRI E 22T 7%
W FIZO—DOHOHNEEIZ Y ORBZE A, =
OHOBWEEC X Z W2 AR LRV D% D
'—oHOBRESZ>HDOHNEE X b MG L L
fiiCH 51 £\ 5 Larson [6] % Barker and Shan([1] @
T2 SCHF L 7.

4 FLHESEDFRE

AFSC T, ZHEENEENS, 58081 5 WCO
WS OWT LFS OF k% W TEER - BEL21T -
7. #EiFiE, Larson [6], Barker and Shan [1] ®73#7
ZXFTARERE R o T,

D% b, “HHENGEMY, GBREICBYTE, —
SHDOHWEEN = OHDHIEE X b dHHEHNC LT
hHaritmorohs.

L L, 5EICBWT, 2 ToRR— V%2 bk
L7=EBREITO e B TERP o220, —OHDH

% 3: —oHY, “oHX O5METERRBLLRVE

WS FHNTN S 2 7048
| 3 | ar | G | &

Coref+DR 5 0 0 5
Zoft | 40 15| 48| 103
&t 45 15 48 | 108

HEE—OH D BHIEE X b iGN LAicizh 5 21
BEMEICDWTIE, TOBBEENTEd o 7.

S1RZ, SO OO HWFEICBE T % X D %
HMGEE T 2720 DEBRETOLEND 5.

ST
AFEO—ERZ, JST CREST JPMJCR20D2 B L Of
JSPS BHiffE: JP23H03452 DX B ZT7-bDTH 3.
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