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(1) a. Every boy loves his mother.

b. His mother loves every boy.

Bekki [1] Z2&8% < ODHT, (la) EHUGKI his 12
LT ME(LRB everyboy TNEHD | &S FIEE

2B B EIERH his & LRI everyboy DT
BVA f@RpSAIRE TR VW FPHlEh 5. 2721, (2) D
X273 BT % BVA EIRDIA Bildh 5729,
WCO HEUIFEIEZZ T OE TRV FIREA TV 5.

(2) His mother, every boy loves.
RIZ, X (3b) HIR-WCO B TH 3.

(3) a. Every boy who loves his mother bought
flowers.

b. Every boy who his mother loves bought
flowers.

(3b) IZBT 2 EALKI every boy & BUSFEIA his DR
@ BVA f#FUCDOWT, Safir [12] 72 EIIAIRE TRV
THIF 2—77, Bekki [1] IZAIRETH 2 & FlT 5.

IS DM EMGES 121X, FFRERLE T D HIWT
DRI B X572, R-WCO W2 E1T % BVA o
Ao ReVEHIWT 2 IS 3 2 D H 5.

M-WCO Hi5$d R-WCO BIR b REEG & Tl 3
B 2BRED, M-WCO BHRICOWTIE, SiEH%EE
Bl (LUF, LFS: [4, 5)) OFiKIC & b, IERGENER
B INR VIR ICEH T 2, ThoOWERE
2—HE L TM-WCO #3281} 3 BVA iR % A
BWZ AL TWS.

AWFFETIX, EFEOD Bekki [1] @ DTS O FHIORGE
D=8, LFS DFIERIC & 3 R-WCO T 2 RIE
s DY D 9T & BEEE [3, 15] & HANGE [2] Takd e,
2 KITHRR

LFS OFFEIC & b, BLRB L BISRBEL OB OfdE
MBIfR (AR, FD: [13]) SO ZER HInc & L
TWRWHFEGEEIZ—E L T M-WCO X8 3%
BVA f@fRE BB LR WZ e h, Big s SFEMTRE
NTW3 [4, 5,8, 9]. Hoji [4] 72 ¥ TiTbhizIExtm
RERTE, #REDTEREIIR 2R T 2 I
¥, FD DAV BR (i Xh 2 &R & LR
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fRRZ ZA 23 EEEETo T\ £, FEERTII,
BVA f#fR & BRI HE T 2 578074 (DR: [5]) &
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WsEE DHIW A FD DA O BRI EE S W TWiRnh g
MR L, BVA RIS 2 M 2 /ER L Tz,
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3.1 fEFALKEX
£ 1: FEETOEBRTHAT 2 XD

247 Y FD 1D
SVO X V [Y’s N O O
osv [Y’s N], X V. O X
WCO [Y’s N] V X. X X
PSB [X’s N1] V [Y’s Na]. X O
SRC X which Vi [Y’s N| Va. O ©]
ORC X which [Y’s N] Vj Va. ? o

ZOEER 3] TIEER 1 @ k5 %A T BVA, DR,
Coref DX ZAER L 7z. Plesniak [9] T ID Z il 3 2
7D N7z OSV((2) @ & 5 mEM ke
SVO) & WCO 12, SVO & PSB (Precedence Spec-
Binding), SRC (Subject Relative Clause), ORC
(Object Relative Clause) Z A 7z. PSB I ID 125
BN WEBRFCERT 27200 THD, SRCIF
(3a) D& 573, ORC 2 (3b) ® & 5 7% R-WCO H4
SUTHY 2. ZL T, BVA OXOBERE X ICRb
K, Y ICHIGKRBDZAE T 5. %7, OHIE XHIZ,
BVA f#fRA FD/ID 1230 < & 2 FHlEh 2 ¥l %
RY. 772 L, ORCIZEALTIE, FD ic#-o< BVA
fER DA RATREMED T TH 572, 7] 1T L.

3.2 RRER

779 KV — 7 Prolific (https://www.prolific.
com/) ZfEH U CHRFERFREE 1IN UEBZ1T o 7.

%9, M5k DR & Coref OSN3 % flMr %
BT L7z (4) OHEMETHIRE 2 0T 2 2 & CIEME
PN B S NI WRE ITER L -,

(4)  IFMEERVERNC B S IR WS O 7 R

a. MFEMRCENEN@DICHETE S
b. SVO/OSV @ DR Z#&#E L, M-WCO @
DR ZHBL AW
c. OSV @ Coref ZAF8L, M-WCO @ Coref
ZRBLIEWN 2
KIZ, £ (5) T BVA BRI S 2k 2 048 U 745
R, HE (1) i THERE R BD (ba) WY L.
(5) BVA U5 2 #5RE O A UE
a. OSV @ BVA g%z %589 % 23, M-WCO
@ BVA BERUIAEFE L 720
b. OSV, M-WCO @ BVA f#RZARL 720

IDR O BVA ¥ X 2 HET Y ITIFE(LER, Coref DX
XY 2 BVA EHET X IQREELAZEIEHEIN S

23 HIDERTIZ 1 BIIAR L RWIERE, 4 HioEBRTIZ—E
U CARBL R WERE AV %Y



c. M-WCO O BVA R % AR

DF D, IEMENERICEEXIN T DR & Coref DX
T & 2 HERE X, M-WCO #3icBir % BVA
fRfRE BB Uo7z, Rz, HHE (5) 181 % OSV
% SRC, M-WCO % ORC TiE=#1%, R-WCO
W3 BT R SR U AR R 2 TH 5.

® 2: HRE ORI O HERER (OEEE

R-WCO (4a)(4b)(4c) (4a)(4b) (4b)(4c) (4a)(4c) (4a) (4b) (4c) None &Ft
1 5

(5a) 0 1 0 0 2 0 1

(5b) 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
(5¢) 6 19 3 12 28 9 1 13 101
ast 6 20 3 12 31 9 12 14 107

THEORER, M-WCO fix 3z, £ (4) %
i 72 3 IR E Y EE RN T S B B X LT VR E 23,
(5c) IZEYH L, R-WCO XD BVA RIIARL 2.

3.3 ERUIEH

#£ 2 OFERIE Bekki [1] ® R-WCO ¥ZIi2 B %
BVA fERHMAIEEZ & T2 FHED TH 203, WFED
R-WCO XX Tl BILRBDHEICRINATT 3 1,
PSB ODRERBRNEN o272, FD 2 ID DEH 5
WAFERDPARATH 72, ZD7=8, 4 FETIIBIRE
DMEMT 2 BILERIE (O—F) WhIiTT2E-ETHD
HAGETEBRZIT- 7.
4 BARFETORER
4.1 FERALAIX

ZOFEE (2] T, HAETIEOEREZHHT 2
Z 2T, IDIZHED L BVA ERZHIEIL, R-WCO #

KT 2 DTS OEHMOMELZiRAT. TDEERT
FHL-XOEREE 1ITRT.

% 3: HEZETOFEEDO XD

217 XD FD 1D
SOV X2 [Y DN Z/ICV O O
M-WCO [Y D N] A X 2/I2V X X
osv [Y & N] /12 X %V o X
MS X 2 [Y @ N] 8 V. O o
SRC [[Y @ N] /i V] X O X
ORC [[Y & N] # V] X.. ? X

ZDFEERTHITEA LT MS I, (6) DX 57 Ma-
jor Subject [6, 7] XX DB TH 5.

(6) HBENHEH 3 4L EDZ Z D EAENE L 7

ZAuz &b, R-WCO Hitid Major Subject # 12 & -
T BVA f@RDEZR I N B AREMED B % &\ S R %
WEFT 3 Z 2 2iRAT-.
4.2 EHEER

HAGERRESE MR T FY —> v 7R
L75280 2] &, BEESIMERO 2 DOEBEZT-
72. M-WCO #cBI LT 3.2 Hilfkg, (4) 2z
THERE X, M-WCO O BVA f#fE BB L2 -7z,
Z LT, 328K, R-WCO izt 2 i
B LUTAERDIR 45 TH 5.

FEOFER, (4b) & (4c) DT &7z THERE T
b, (5c) ICR%H T 2 HERE DIFEL -,

L7235 T, FD OAIZIHEDWT BVA @R % 3 2 4%
BETH, R-WCO #X D BVA @R E2RET 5. *
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£ 4 57V -2y IRIEEBO SR

R-WCO (4a)(4b)(dc)

4a)(4b) (4b)(4c) (4a)(4c) (4a) (4b) (4c) None &Ft

(5a) 3 0 3 4 0 0 1 1 12
(5b) 1 1 1 1 0 0 2 1 7

(5¢) 4 1 9 2 1 2 6 6 31
aEt 8 2 13 7 1 2 9 8 50

5 EARMOBEIUTER o 7 JEiE R

R-WCO (4a)(4b)(4c) (4a)(4b) (4b)(4c) (4a)(4c) (4a) (4b) (4c) None &t

(5a) 2 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 4
(5b) 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
(5¢) 3 1 4 1 1 1 2 1 14
Bt 6 2 4 2 1 1 1 2 19

LT, HARFETEREMRTHEO—EB2REFRENCEEIT LR
Wiz, R-WCO #3228 % BVA RO EFEATHE
HZETRERICE 2D TRV E b o7z,

7272 L, Major Subject #3212 X H R-WCO #3112
BIF 5 BVA BIRE B EIN 5 2 W ORI LTI,
R —B T 2ERE OB D R nio, BRRTIX
AR AT E S N o 7.

5 &hHOHIC

ARG TIE, R-WCO BRI 3 % Bekki[l] @ DTS
OHEROMEE L LT, &gk HARGET LFS O ik
WKEOWTITON T AEEBRICOWTHALKE. 20
AR, R HAGETT, JIFMEMERICEE IRV
HERETDH, R-WCO #XIcBIF % BVA iR % AR
THHERE DI LTz, 5%, HARFED R-WCO FiX
2B % BVA R % AJREIC T 2 IERGE R E K DS FLE
TEDPHLLICTZREND 205, B DEERTIZ
DTS O T#ll% X#H3 2HRPE L.

BEE . AWIFEO—ERE, JST CREST JPMJCR20D2
B XX JSPS R JP23H03452 OXERZIT7-H
DTH 5.
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