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Hong, Sung—Ryong. 1999. A Lexical Constraint-Based Approach to
Subject Noun Phrase Coordination. Linguistics 7-3, 105-126. Coordination
constructions have widely been studied in various linguistic theories. The
previous studies have focused on how to analyze the coordination
constructions where the coordinated expression is clearly identified as a
constituent. Accordingly, these studies cannot provide an appropriate
analysis to the coordinated constructions where the subject has the
structure of coordinated NP.

This paper first reviews the previous analysis on these constructions
such as GB, Generalized Phrase Structure Grammar, Head-driven Phrase
Structure Grammar(HPSG). In particular, it shows how the AGR value of
the coordinated subject NP depends on the conjunction. Finally this study is
to analyze the constructions, where some reflexive or pronoun occurs with
the above subject, by extending the INDEX feature structure into two
subsort INDEX, that is INDEX for agreement and INDEX for
Binding.(Namseoul University)

1.4 &

o FAIEAA FHHSTER vl$ F29 EAE gFox gon
olrts 7H¢ =@o] B &4 9 HUd Aot FTHAHALETE AAlg
T2 ER43% dF4ds EA7 HAY, o] FEe| FRYESTFEY BH
2 v 22z dx9 4 @dR 9 48 1A Fo e dAES B
gdgdeid S

FTHATRE ZE dojd Al Y2 BE dojo|E9 Aoyl
Hoigtch HYEYPA FHATEE WclEde 2EE FNE AL Y=
oqg 7k EAol T Agg Ao Pon, EAYEAN ¥
AE dolME @olzt #A43A.

Yub R EY o] 2(Generalized Phrase Structure Grammar: GPSG)ell
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Me FATEE 9F Yo 729 FHTELE M vgAATAH
waz N F3ggos FAHRT FHEHANAN Rossd FHHEAY
3 e Ao dgfd AA= JE|AYL T FETE Alold vE
U= QAES GPSG 18 &AM Wl AAse] gle o8 nyHdLlEs
Asagog A,

o] A F P EYo)8(Head-driven Phrase Structure Grammar:
HPSG)2 FAA4E 1A 443} 715d TAF2E Ayt way
AEgFzy vgdE AETE 59 FHT2A d¥ 72U ¢ 4FEA A
5ol T YNty FHolY A FMAY FHEC FHy FHTE
s} 2 HFE Fo FHTFR MEYH AL FHFZE dP U

o7l Gole] Fol FHHELETEA UM AA, & EY F HE
ols} HALKAL) WRTFE §A, Fo] FET-FA X, AA, o8 FE
AX ZEAZL @4 & BE 2 284 Ao BY EANEL ‘Y4 Pollard
& Sagd] Yol F4 FT2 EWA o]&3 '99 Sag & Wasow? Syntactic
Theoryol Ao dgsax o,

2. Fo] A&7 FHAT=S UA

(1) a. Kim and Terry are/*is happy.
b. You or I am to blame.
c. You or Kerry knows the fact.
d. Mother or children are to go.
e. Tom or Harry walks.

(1)l B4 $A aret ok e AL 7ol A&TY 2 Y&z Q
@ zi0] ol vz (1)) ZE ARANNY W&Ae) 4 o8 Fof
YAF AETEY AGR @ol @Atk @etd ol @ dEol ¥
A5 A oW WEFEs), WA HEoY BA, WEAS
Zo YAT7S) AGRatel @ EAEe] @ so} B},

(2) a. Either he or they are responsible for it.
b. Not only he or but also I was wrong.
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c. Neither I nor he is likely to be present at the meeting.
d.* You or he are aware of it.

YATE HEE FoldM HE g Hugg Ax e HE wEe
INDEX %3 H&Alo] wel €8x Y F9 INDEX @< &M, 28
and, or 59 F&A 4 & GEFS FA By UM HPSGY F9
TZ ol g Mz ¥}

2.1 HPSG(1994)¢] §H T+

HPSG(1994)= FHTF=S Z A& 2& 9F #Hoj7} ofd v[¥Fzx9
T4 $43%a SLASHE ¥AA24 giA gt 4 F&a4s
9 vFEA AP g3 @FF7 ZUFY g AAAY XASF e
FATE 42 oGy FAY @Rl FHHE FEE APYH

(3) Coordination Principle(strong version)
In a coordinate structure, the CATEGORY and NONLOCAL value
of each conjunct daughter is identical to that of the mother.

(4) Here's the student [[whose; mother and whose; father] both
attended the soccer match].

(5) Kim is a republican and proud of it.

59 248 93 (3)2 strong version®& Sag®(1985)dlM FHTZ ¥
Ao dE HYHR FRoz golgdd. &, FTHTZE Y HFE E=
HFPHoz PAd AIAT72E EYR & dda $oz4 (6)9 e
M9 Adez Ay,

(6) Coordination Principle(weak version)
In a coordinate structure, the CATEGORY and NONLOCAL value

o o g .
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of each conjunct daughter is subsumed by (is an extension of)
that of the mother.

)& (M3 g& FAA AUXol dial mEASE Zaie sege
24 VP9 [+AUX] [-AUX]Y €43 & sddc

)] VP(fin]

T T~

VP[fin,~AUX] VP[fin,+AUX]
— = T~

likes that picture and is trying to buy it.

o]} ZL& FREL oI FUXE VP AUX gtel ®7siA @& 4
FAME el 4 UG @ 6)L G)AN 4 F&827 [+PRDIEHE
2E AAE THHRD A SATE G E THAUG

2.2 Ivan A. Sag & Thomas Wasow(1999)

Sag & Thomas(1999)o1 4 SHTFZo] di@ UFE o3 Zo] A
i 9lth. A day, a cat, and wombat fought 2L €& 4337 8
d42<Q NP& #7713l NP — NP CONJ NP 3o] gas3a =%
The day barked, the donkey brayed, and the pig squealed %& &3 &
$l88 S - S° CONJ S 3ol ¥R#} Ivan A Sag & Thomas
Wasow(1999)E Syntactic Theoryol A ol&]@ ¥ 73 & 3+e] schema2
d& 8)-(9)s Zo) oW EPHA WF I M2 dXE F e W
Y X2 ®7)¥ch

(8) X — X' CONJ X

9 X —=Xi...Xaer CONJ X,
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8 & H&ole Auly wgoz2A o =¥ 7 FHAAA ¥7)
Aol olyx:

S+x
W&o HY&FEY €ols =922 indices U FHELEE
indicesd] E]|2=Eg& 3t

(10) a. Chris [ [walks] 1, [eats broccoli] 2, and [plays squash] 3] .
b. [ [Chris walks] j, [Pat eats broccoli] 2, and [Sandy plays

squash] 3} .
(10)8] 38 (ADolA 9 o] ooy Fxo o8 Yeld 4 Qo).
(11) [ MODE  pro i
INDEX s
[ RELN and | RELN walk ]|
RESTR SIT s .| sIT ¢ >
LARGS <tuv> | L -
" RELN eat | | RELN play
SIT u |, | sIT v
- 4

oqg7)efAq AN FATEY 79 indexF ZFAHRE AL uiz HZol9
index(% (11)o1A4 ‘s A& FEHof @} 2@ F 9 RESTR@I}E 74
8l7] Y8 FAFRAM 2E €9 RESTR #t€ Z¥3e 9L Semantic
Inheritance Principlele] 7] §¢}.

1) Semantic Inheritance Principle(SIP)
In any headed phrase, the mother's MODE and INDEX values are identical to
those of the head daughter.

- TR sk
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AEALS) o HESo] F (12)NA s B},

(12) [ sYN [ HEAD conj
L INDEX s
énd , | SEM [ MODE none

RESTR < RELN and
: SIT s

THHY L &0l indices@ HEAIY ARGS &3 YANEE T
of #rk 2y olAE 7] A H&ol FAY @AE nefdof gl
oM RE HEol9 AN 2¥F UFE dAAMNANYG. 28y AFAA
Bol2 AANY HEol9 9rle FFHHA Fed AAz 54 AL 9
ulsle oje] RUEL WA dBSE AL oy o)t 232 HE
E HASTEY guiy &%) Ho ¢oj9 AYY BEL FHATFRY
mother®] RESTR gtel soF @t 9ujg E2l3e g "aye] ldn
3, FHFZAAM FHo] BY YPAHY L BE HEo 2R
mother?] SYNTAX o] $d3ctes Ao

ojg# Al FAHY THARAELE 9 (13)7 Fo] FAHREE ¥

(13) Coordination Rule
SYN @
IND So

HEAD conj

SYN @| [SYN @ || IND So Emnﬂ
IND s|+{IND sz-1|] RESTRK[ARGS<s;..sn> > s
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°] (13)8 AL &7 F& AL AP AA, FAFXAN BE
4ol HEAD, SPR, COMPSS] ¥49% & 7t @it &4, RE @
€9 RESTR #& mother®) RESTR EE£o2 o AA, HLol9y
indicest H&AM9] vl =83 X st ot A, HEAY index:
SHTZ9 indexst Y| sof ¥},

(14) The Classification of Semantic Objects
All kinds of linguistics expressions in terms of feature structures
that specify three things: a semantic mode, an index corresponding to
the situation or individual referred to, and a restriction specifying a list
of conditions that the situation or individual has to satisfy for the
expression to be applicable to it.

semantic objects® 4l 7FA] semantic modes & proposition, question,
directive(d 3 1), referenceZ #RA. 4 o] d-F3<E index, restr& 4
Golut At 2R HEY 4 de EHE VFAACk &= ZUEY
28 YA @) semantic structuret [MODE, INDEX, RESTR]o}t}.

proposition restr gtol FAIE Me}Eo] B F 2&H = od A Y%
s(F ojH ¥ A variabled] Y §2e Y3 & AME] SA}:e Y
)7t A& AL AHdol.

Ivan A. Sag 9} Thomas Wasow(1999): Syntactic Theoryo§ 4 (13)¢]
St A 2 A& dEH go] Z1gdn Ut
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(15) SYN m
[IWEX s ]
RESTR @B ®I[E

YN SYN [HEAD conj] SYN (I
INDEX t INDEX s INDEX u
RESTR _ and ESTR [c]
. RESTREK|SIT s >| =

Kim likes Pat ARGS <t, u> Pat likes Kim

and

(13)14 49 E F A%l (13)9 FHFYE SAFZEe BE Hgojg
EYFe SYN go] 2% (9 $9% ¢ 712 a8v 9 ()3 2e
AEd AoAA 2t HEole YNE AW 4, &, ANl Y Aus} N2
GE ¥ olJg ® dFe Fo| BA UNE AW AR L 7
Fo] F olf @ oj= ¥ H&olst YAPYn G FHY B TE S 2y
YA e ZHol oldE & 4 Utk oA EAE HAHs) YA e 23
M #19 FATF=FAL 3 Fdiste dYstuz Po.

23 447 A&7 YA

(139 SATAANA FAHY G &AL e £4& Bogsln At & 3
A9 index® FHTFZ9 indexst YAl fok (15)NME ¢ 5 US
o] andZ AAY HSTEANN F4ALe INDEX$ 2 Fe INDEX ghto]
47 s2A 9% &g AAAag

Y HIT Wold AAE uig} go] Fo| Y&FE L ulaA A
37] AMME HEALY &40 gutEd R F) utgsiojof ¥p =
HEALY] o3, AgulF Ao gAY HEo) SolN 5,02 AW
arguments ¥ &4l and®] A & H40l9 49 AR @A) B
7t =9 HEAL ord A4 Sao 9AARY FAUL X £ U oy
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AAE Y37 A8 oS BFA-HAY AXBARA o) &HE AA
AGR @& 3o WAT H&ETEFN dXNPYE 98 =9sd "9
ARE BT B ¥ 5 A 94

WA Syntactic TheorylX] BHA-JAIRAe] AXE A3 AP W
HE 3 dWrrz g

(16) phrase
HEAD [@verb
SPR < >
COMPS < >
/\
phrase phrase
HEAD (4] HEAD [0] verb
SPR < > SPR < >
LCOMPS < > COMPS < >
— T
r det phrase 1 word
'E—IEAD AGR [3] :H noun HEAD [O}verb
| COUNT +|| | HEAD II][AGR E}] SPR < >
COMPS < >
SPR <[Z>
| COMPS < > |
I
word
HEAD (4] noun
AGR [3]
SPR <f@>
| coMPs < >
the d(l)g walks

The dog walks A A} dog(l4De) ¥tz 99 F F9 e 444
A2 (HFP)ol ¢ &l Z3%t€ch Nominal SPR Agreemento] 23] = A}H([3))2
AGR#t2 a7 9] specifier([2)2 A¥als §4AY g3 5@ dH &
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Agsn k. AGR FM7F ¥zk{4)dad 3171 WEl NP, NOM, N, D9}
AGR#°] 25 ¥4=& HFPSt NSA2¢ 23z 7|A@

(17) Coordination Rule{1999)¢] 3 #di9] elg4

a. Sag & Thomas(1999)¢] SHFZ 4 et (1)-(29 &34 ¥4
3 H&TFe 4 HE g2 SYN gtol 2F ([0))°] =Hol FAMH<
HEe YAE JtAS 4 €3 21 mothere] #oj9 ghd UAFA =
. 23y and, or 9 H%Ar2) SYN, INDEXQ| ol d@ Hug
Zl€dta A F& B oplY M2 g2 4, ¢, 4H9 AGR @
T Aok e BEo] dojdrt

b. "}A determiner?] AGR gto] WAl #loje] AGR #t3 F2FT /e
AAYE H&A) or, but $A AF Fo] FATE AGR @& ¢vlH
A4 FAS ol23te MAMEE (13)MAM S,9 g3 FEFF #Hok
30), and9 2§ 2 A &AM 8T AANY o 59 gL
+ plurale] €t}

GeA (179 BFHAN B wish Fo] Fo] HETES Fol-FAb
YAUAE §ur2sA A7) A8 O (8)NAS o] Hojok T A&
At

2) Nominal SPR Agreement(NSA)
Nouns must be specified as | HEAD AGR (1) |
| SPR <([AGR [1ID> |
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(18) Revised Coordination Rule

SYN [1]
IND So -
AGRI(<({[1], plural}>)

SYN [0)[HEAD X AD Conjla] SYN [0][HEAD X]
SYN <[AGR 2> ([IND So SYN <[AGR [11I>
5 AGR [<{[1], plural}>] IND S,

RESTR<[ARGS<S:. . .Sn>)>
(where a is {or, but}, then AGR value of the conjunction is
identical with that of S, whereas @ is and, then the number of the
conjunction is plural)

a2 oAl (18)8 FY22 gdf9 g UBEIZ2 ¥

(19) She or Harry walks.

S
MODE prop
[ INDEX v ]
RESTR <DOEE0@>
/\
{EINP VP
SYN [@ SUBJ @
INDEX s HEAD @
AGRIb} COMPS < >
RESTR <D@e0> RESTR <@>
[ T |
NP or NP \'
SYN@{HEAD NX¥[Head disconj SYNMIHEAD N]| [SUBJ [B{3rd, sing]
INDEX t IND s INDEX u HEAD [Bl{verb)
AGR@E AGR [b] AGR [BIPER 3rd,| |COMPS < >
RESTROD RESTR NUM sing]) RELN walk
| RELN or TRE) RES SIT v
She SIT s > | WALKER s
ARGS<tu> Harry |
walks
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(19)o14 H&EA or2 AZE Fo A45T9 4 €& M2 e 92
g 712 &€& ¢ 4 dvd 2 mother?) AGR #°] Sag &
Wasow(1999)9] T2 F3o 98t (13)dM MY Z P4ole] SYNF
o] 2% [0]e2 oA RYFY YAE Aoz Ho g @A (19)
o] Aol & o] FH st EAY 4 flu, AJRA B Fo] H&p
9 AGR#C] 3UA @A 71¢¥ ¢ A Y] A

B8 4 &9 Rojge Aok 3 Aol aTHAW (19)2) o
A & 4 ARl Fo] PAT AETEY 39 AGR 32 tojst &g
5lo] dwsfok @l Syntactic . Theory(1999)°§ 4] Nominal SPR
Agreement& ## =¥ specifierst WA AGR #@tol FREFHFEAM U
A3 ANY, o] YAT FAFEAHNE &AL ol$ A, uiy yu
g o)83q H&EAZT AGR Feature®@ 784 (18)9] Revised
Coordination Ruleo] 23] or2 Q@Y HEFEAA 2 HEAle) AGR
Feature¢] 3t& H44Ae] RESTR ARGSE2 K7 3E olxgt Yo S,9
AGR #3 FZTHIER 3t 2 49 3o NP9 AGR# I Yxsixe
Lid= 3

Fo| NPst VPste] Fol-FAl dX@AE Avind, Ao AGRA
A& A FAF BEA Rosld VP AGRake] 239 Folst ¥
=8 At Sag & Wasow(1999)E Syntactic Theoryol VPR W@
AGRZE B3R ¥ VP 257 SPR Aol o8 179 Foj§ M
87] Q& (19 FAF walkse] SPR A3 k& [SPR<KNP[AGRINUM
sing, PER 3rd]1>]9] specification® & A gt}

a2l oA F&A7E ‘and'Q) the o 4@ dmurz #@o
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(20) John and Susie walk.
S

MODE prop
|: INDEX v :l
RESTR <[[}®RZICEAOED>
///—\
EINP VP
SYN [@ ‘ SUBJ &
INDEX s HEAD [§)
AGR [@ COMPS < >
RESTR <D@Z@0> RESTR <[>
e |
NP and NP v
SYN@HHEAD NJ|[Head conj YNEXHEAD Ni | [SUBJ (]
INDEX ¢t IND s INDEX u HEAD [6){verb]
AGR[g] AGR [cl{plu] AGR [BIPER 3rd,| | COMPS < >
RESTR{] RESTR NUM sing] RELN walk
] RELN RESTR] RESTRA] { SIT v
John ZI{ SIT s ““d> | 'WALKER s
ARGS<tu> Susie |
walk

AEA ‘or'sk @2 (18)8) 4B HAE FATFAAN PAE vie} go
HEA ‘and's] B¥ Fo AR BEF L Fol-FA AXNARE AY +
9 @& FY vt 8 A& 278 Q20044 H4A ‘and’s] AGR3Eel
Clplul2AX Z H&o9] AGR#H BARICl 2 oH3F, ov|y 44 =
HFA Fo| YA AGREF Xt

3. Fo AT AETH A%

FET72E 71 Fol FATS FASGS dXBAN dE 9 AEEH
o] Fof W7} £28AY ALEA U AES WE FAn, 2 2
3 A Fol FETFRY 4, F, A Fol FoI-FA YA Fo-=
A AR o w2 & 5AIE 7HA7) i, A2 dE F2Wdel ¥

3) Bouchard(1984:63)= A AlH ] E(referential-index; ©}3} R~index)& 5 7}A o
& ¥He Axz PRV Foj-$A YAF AY FAH A H(syntactic index) s}
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2¥E & + 3ok

fol A ABE Fo] PAT HEFEAN o FATS #dd 234}
ol & A% e H2wWol 7bs@x dnuriz @ 27304 4
2 Fol-FA A& AY FLY FTHRYC Z5BAY Y= FU
A HEE F JeA okdd oHE HojyPo] YEA AeojHe] ARA of
A B4E 5 &R <& AAuz ot

a2 WA ANHA 2gAle ALuAE 4, T, AV A% #™
g 2 B3& Y o8 2o VPl AFEA AANPAE g
B CDAXANYG AANGAE 2 Folo A & BF YA HoF ¥

(21) a. Yow'*{I,She, They,We} distinguished yourself(2nd person singular)
b. She/*{You,], They,We} distinguished herself.(3rd person singular)
¢. We/*{You,], They,She} distinguished ourselves(lst person plural)
d. They/*{We,You,I,She) distinguished themselves.(3rd person plural)

A B AFM BAsnA st BAT Fo] AEFEH 28 ste|
AYBAE o9 42 YUY Ges B,

(22) a. You and she distinguished yourselves/*{themselves, ourselves}.
b. You and I distinguished ourselves/*{yourselves, themselves}.

(23) a. You and I may perjure ourselves.
b. Kerry or you have perjured yourselves.
c. You and Kerry have outdone yourselves.
d. You British or you Americans will get yourselves in trouble.
e. You British and you Americans pamper yourselves.
f. We Americans and the British pamper ourselves.

24 uAd 9% AAAH A E(REF-index)o|t}.

Huang and Tang(1989)% %3°19) AHAA ¥ed F 712 F&#3n Ut A
, Hel Yel9) zji‘sel’ & 7FRE €5 AAAS} €A, taziji’ himself/herself’ ol
A ¢ o) pronoun+ziji ©A1e] FHE FHX & B AAAbo|d
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(24) a. A landlord or landlady expects their rent.
b. My brother or sister will lend their helping hands.

(22)-(24)8] olEoM & F e ANY AAA} Fo| YAl A&FE
oAX #A4 & 3% A&TAL AWo] Yol HAY Fol-FAl YA %e
gE 540 UL ¢ & Utk & =LA AFo) o] AR HAS
UEE & F AR, 7o YAME HEHALe g3 #Alo] Y4 B42
Zolx &g ¢ + Ut

AE EY, (23b)olA Fol-FA UANE AE BEYAN FHAFY 18)&
HE3d HEA} orol7] dEo] PALFS AGREL 204 &49 e
ZHAA o gy 28419 $E B4ol7] BB o3y BAu
oA &ulE EA9 (23a)7} yourselves A& AldFol g NPE 712
XY nFoz R EHHAY @ (24a-b)2] AAME theire] 9
gtol Fol-FA X & A8 F L (18)9 AFH g B+ Hoj Q)
o 4 H&olr) 394 ds2A HéAl ordll o AAE O] ore S4A
HAHT AGR @€ Sp? landlady\l sister?] AGR #t3 9X3tA s 2l
o] 34 ©7t " a2y ol BEAL theird #F} M2 YA &A
%A sl vjgoz FE BAY £t Qi)

o2t ol Y AL NA}Y] HY FAY Fo-FA AXNE AW
Y e g8 Fagdel YayE ¢ £ sl WAFE P&
$e YW Fol9] INDEX #3he@8 A= ojof @rt gty o By
T Fol-FAL ARt h& M) o] Fo]A ol ¥,

& (25)91 M¥ yourselves¥ “anaphore] £4o2 2R9 AGR#L
2 284 FE4FAE 7HAHok @

(25) noun

SYN | HEAD | AGR l:PER 2nd
< yourselves, 3 NUM pl _ >
ANA +
SEM

Fo] WYALF H&FEFE Reflexive pronoun®) 74 € 7294 Sag &
Wasow(1999)of 2131 AHAL= [ANA +] & ANAPHORY#E 2139 +

. kiR i
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@& 7HA7] W d&e A4 wel FAke]l ARG-STRAM FAEH
A1 91 (outranked)®| synsem-struc& 7}z o ¥t}

a8y (22)-(24)8 dEANN EF AANGAY B4 FAY =¥ R
A FARY Ad9iel NP& 7HAA R oz IR AL

(26) a. Binding Principle A
An [ANA #] synsem-stru must be outranked by a coindexed
synsem-struc.
b. Binding Principle B
An [ANA -] synsem-struc must not be outranked by a
coindexed synsem-struc.

21)9) oA distinguish®] =¥ Fx+& & 2N Fo)

(27) Argument Structure of verb distinguish

|:ARG—ST NP: NP, >]

[ANA -], [ANA +]

21)2] Fo] ALt H&E T Reflexive pronoun®] #A 27 &
Sag & Wasow(1999)o1 3% AAALE= [ANA +] § ANAPHORYZ+&
AR +gtg 7HA7l WEo] A&Y Aol wel FAl distinguishg
ARG-STRIA A E¥ A9(outranked)®] synsem-struc@& 7} ek @t
u}2}A} (21a)o A {I, She, They, WelEol 21 v Ee] Hi Aot}

ol#] g EAEY B9 2ulE EAE A oY FEEY 5P A
Hed M2 & A9 Hs GBI FATF Fol &9 A gl
Ist> 2nd> 3rdel HAE 7HAD, Fo] $Ale UXE 9% (18)9 FHAW
3 g AAAL oA A$ 2 JAFY F9 ;& HEAE ord
anddl @Al I3 HE40 Aok dF AAAGAIL e F HETFY

4) Anaphoric Agreement Principle
Coindexed element agree.

5) Anaphoric Agreement Principle
Coindexed element agree.
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BINDINGE& #1%¥ AGR#E Fo] FALe dX& AY AGR#: A Ao H
E @ 5 Utk @A PAF Fo] F&PEAA Fo] FA UXNE AP
AGR @3 & @48 4937 $1¥ AGRatol Fo| HAMTS WRF 2o
A M2 dg 722 $3sojo} da AP HAE thEH Lol HAY
°of & ¢ & U4

(28) Binding
a. AGR Hierarchy of Person of Coordinate NPs
agr[PER]

— T

1st 2nd 3rd

Ist non-1st 2nd {2nd, 3rd} 3rd 3rd
b. Number [plural]

olAl g9 AEE T (28)°] C1¥A FEE F YEA AnuErz
@
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(29) You and she distinguished yourselves/*{themselves, ourselves}.
S

MODE prop
INDEX v
RESTR <D®ZEEIEE>

/\

BINP VP
SYN @ SPR <[> ;]
INDEX s COMPS<
RESTR<| v ENP:
/[\ SPR <@> HEAD noun
NP and NP COMPS<[5]> AGR PER 2nd
SYN@ T|[Head conj YNQ G-ST<[ENP{2nd};[5) NUM pl
INDEX t ||IND s INDEX u | ANA +
AGRf] GR{N2nd,plu] AGR (&) distinguished |
STR (2 RES' yourselves
| |
You She

(29)o1 4 AT Fo| P&TEY Fol-FA A Foi-AAAS BE
A 4937 A8 N2 g8 722 FEH §E ¢ F Ud Ay
e Fol-FAL Y& A FHUFH (18)& HEHA FEHAIL ando)7)
ol 2zt F&ole AYT Fo Foll VAR ¥ EFFHe ALY B
A& gl 2 B0 Youst SheFolAM o= o] Hf2 Hof 3
718 WA ga Ao w2 9 (28)9) AA A o8 BAT Fo
AETEY A4 @S 299 F A Aol 204F 3AY FoAN 29
o] 49 ANz 294 47}

2 oA &AL ord A9 dEE A¥RIIZ ¥
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(30) a. You or he has perjured yourselves.
S
ODE prop
INDEX v
TR <DODOEOE
EINP VP
SYN [@ SPR <@> ;]
INDEX s COMPS<
AGR @ T
RESTR<£D®(2]@[3] \4 GNP
SPR <[> HEAD noun
COMPS<[5]> } AGR PER 2nd
Head disconj ARG- ST<[I[NP[2nd]. 51> NUM pl
u ANA +
R@[an,plu G has penured |
STR [ yourselves

H&o] gko) orolE2 THFE Fol-FAYAY A AV 9 & acr k
B & A or BolA B @3 $99 3¢ des dNYLE HAG. 2 |
g ol g2 AAAY A& #AAME= PERY g€ (28) <3 {2nd,
2nd or 3rd}9] A% 2ol HEZ (30)AMME {2nd, 3rd} F 291 0] H

a2 F9 e (28) o3 ¥4 #5711 d.

AFAA AME uig Fo] YAYAY AN HETF Fol9 A Fo
A A G Fol-AAAY ISuAR HId] A 7€ HPSGH

INDEX W3T2& ¥ =FdM AANE
ok & ¢ F U4

(30) a. Subject -Verb AGR
<{CON]J or[AGR[I)(identical with that of S,)]},
{CON]J and[AGR plurall}>
b. Binding AGR
<[PER person hierarchy], (NUM plural]>

5 7t # % agrd bind2 &3
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AB7A Fol JAT FETEY BHFY 2 A4 BES AGR @l
A BAs 2 JATE] F2o s 4¥EUTS M2 g& AGR A2 &
7R de 4 AE GER o|FoR Fo] PAT HEFES AGR @&
Ax F&A7E FAASMe] wpe geAig. § J&HA o AAe) wa e
FAHA vy PR G wstoiol gulE d9o] tsHE ¥ & U

wetd Sag & Wasow(1999)8] FHRYNAN H&ETES Zt €89
SYN &3 2939 gt dAREE § kA FHE Fo| YA A
&38| A8Y Z$ SYNHEAD & YA3A¢ AGR #7AAE U
ol 7] W] o|RNE Fed HEAA} @k F I HLolo M2
& AGR #o2 dZE HEAMAM 2 HEAL ord A S o] &AL
¥, ov|y Aud uwe} e AGR @< vlAY H4oled S,9
AGR #3 Fx2F /A €c id2 LA andQ] B 2 9 e
¥4 E47F Ho] motherst YA ®rch

Fol-FAS] A EA oM FAE Folo] diM FAle] SPR @t
%% ARG-STR &8 3 3 WA NP2 index2A Fo| WAl 9%
AGR A3 & Zed. ov H&TRY Fol NP AGR#HS FH9 §
H7FZE AL GHd A4 AR dXde AGR @2 7Aook @
).

Fo] YA H&LFE) Reflexive pronoun ¢ 7 €& A$ Sag &
Wasow(1999)0 9] 3 AAALE [ANA +] & ANAPHOR:e: 239 +3t
& 7HA7] WEe] "<& U Al @l $Al9 ARG-STROIA FAEH A
$(outranked)®] synsem-struc@# Z}Ael ¥k Y 99 JENM B
F %ol AAUFAL BEAUE B7ER FAY =¢FN FAE
® A9 NP&E 7IXA 23 vFoz FR AL

olg|y BFEY A4EY uE FAE A A2 de A & ¢
oM Fo A&7 AN e Ist> 2nd> 3rd9] AR 7HAH, Fo]
Ate] dx9l AGR#S A4 €8 49 #%e &AL ors anddl #A
flol &4 471 €d. A3 AAAIAL e Fo F4TF9 BINDING
€ A8 AGR@E Fof FAlY AN AN Fo AL} Y L &
F At @A FAF Fo] FEFENAM Fo] FA YA HE AGR #
3 ALPAE AYE7] A¥ AGRE#tol Fo| FAITY WRFRAMN M2
Ogg iy ez §gsHojor & & + AN
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